THE  MATERIALIST  CONCEPTION   OF   HISTORY
The great nobles who lived on the bounties of the court
and depended on the King's good graces, attached little
value to these rights ;  it was the deputies of the highest
nobility who, in 1789, moved the abolition of all feudal
privileges.   The fact that in other countries the transition
to monetary economy had no such consequences, should
have made Oppenheimer, as well as  Kautsky, think
twice before ascribing the decay of the French aristocracy
to this change.   All that he writes on the subject is pure
imagination;   it proves that even prominent authors
fall into error by making sweeping statements on his-
torical events without sufficient knowledge of the details.
We might cite several similar mistakes from his article.
To   quote   another   instance:     Professor   Antonio
Labriola, in his treatise, La Conception matirialiste de
Fhistoire (2nd ed., Paris,  1928), tries to  explain why
the aborigines in America did not attain a high state
of civilisation.   He finds the reason very simple ;   there
were in America, before its discovery by Europeans,
no cereals except maize and no animal which could be
tamed except the llama.    It was Europeans who intro-
duced horned cattle, horses, donkeys, wheat, sugar-cane,
oranges, etc.    Now, though wheat was lacking, there
was not only maize in America, but potatoes, peanuts
and other fruits, and though it is perfectly true that
Europeans introduced several kinds of domestic animals,
as well as cereals and other useful plants, they did not
introduce the bovine race.    Vast herds of bison filled
the North American plains,  which the   Red  Indians
might have tamed just as the Europeans tamed the
European bison, the negroes the buffalo, the Mongols
the yak.   Those who lived in the Arctic regions might
have domesticated the reindeer as did the Laplanders
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